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The undersigned hereby certifies that on this date he served
by first class u.S. Mail, postage prepaid, a copy of the fore
going comments to the petitioner at:

Comments in Support of the Proposed Amendment are hereby submitted by the
undersigned VHF repeater owner and operator notwithstanding that I have not
had an opportunity to actually study the proposal submitted by Tom Black
well, N5GAR, and Joe Jarrett, K5FOG. I have personally known Joe Jarrett
for 20 years and my association with him through the Texas VHF FM Society
convinces me that any formal proposal associated with his name will be well
thought out and serious. Furthermore, I am quite well informed about the
recent Commission enforcement actions which while involving Amateur Packet
Radio retransmissions, I found to be quite chilling as I applied hypothet
ically the Commission's enforcement actions against Packet Radio operators
to the essentially-quite-similar situation of UHF/VHF voice repeaters. It
is my opinion that the Commission, while correct in enforcing a rule against
commercial use of Amateur Radio, has nevertheless opened a Pandora's Box,
and for the most reprehensible reason: it seems apparent the anti-Establish
ment political content (anti-Desert Shield/Desert Storm) of the violation
was an even greater motivation than the noncommercial use aspect; I acknow
ledge that the Commission was only responding to a formal complaint--and
that the complaint obviously reflects the politics of the complainant in the
matter and not necessarily the politics of the Commission. However, the

current Rules are too vague, and the Commission's recent enforce
ment actions irrational in the technical context, and threaten

the future of "repeaters" of all types operated in the A.R.S.
The Commission is thus encouraged to carry this matter forward

and issue a Notice of Proposed Rule Making for appropriate
comment by the A.R.S. to ultimately revise the Rules in a
manner which enhances the prospects for voluntary compliance.
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